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Dear Mt. Jordan:

Please find attached the response of ou clients, Vern Buchanan for Congress and Nancy H.
ission that a complaint

Watkins, as Treasurer, to the notification by the Federal Election Comm

lndbeenﬁledagumtihunmdmaboveu&nncedmm
Please contact me if you have any questions.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the matter of

Vern Buchanan for Congress,
and Nancy Watkins, as Treasurer

MUR 6054

Wt N N o N

REPLY OF VERN BUCHANAN FOR CONGRESS
TO THE COMPLAINT FILED IN MUR 6054

This responds on behalf of our client, Vern Buchanan for Congress (“VBFC” ar
“Campaign”), to the nosification by the Federsh Election Commission (“Commission”) that a
Complaint had been filed against it in the ahove-referenced matter. The Campaign generally and
specifically denies the allegations contained in the Complaint. The Commission must dismiss this
matter and take no further action against VBFC.

Initially, this Complaint was filed by Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics in Washington
("CREW), an argasization with 1 histoty of filing muisence complaints against its politicsl
opponents.! CREW's history of fiing nuisance complaints with the Commission must be a factor in
reviewing the allegations conmined in the Comphint.”

1 Se, 08, (1) MUR 5448 (ADR 182) (U.S. Cuba Democescy PAC) (30 civil money penalty); (2 MUR 5439 (ADR 173)
(Bacasdi, USA, Inc. PAC) (3750 civil penslty); (3) MUR 5671 (ADR 296) (Bacandi USA, Inc. PAC) (complaint dismissed,
$0 civil penslty); (4) MUR 5710 (ADR 333) (Citizens for Bunning) (complsint dismissed, $0 penalty); (5) MUR 5409
(Americans for Tax Reform) (no further action, $0 penalty); (QWRS‘»?S(N:duh:Pﬂdﬂt)(uombb&m
$0 civil penalty); (7) MUR 5489 (Bush-Cheney ‘04) (a0 season to believe regarding Bush-Cheney ‘04, $0 civil penalty);
(8 MUR 5677 (Hastert for Congress) (no reason to believe, $0 civil penslty).

2 Mmmemmum-hnnmmwum In 2005, the 1R
20 en aditodhl chastising for the secoeey eonceming its board of directors. Seg The Hill, Who Is CREW?
(Maech 39, 1005) (“"CILEW’s secoecy is hypecsitital. . . . If CREW wen to clean up Washiegton, it aveds w leam that

tts st heme.”), Mmrﬁhmlmmmm&ﬂdbwmh
Distsict of Columbia snd secur s chasiishle solicitation license. See Alexander Bolton, Watchdog’s Tax Status, Politica
Az Questioned, The Hill (March 14, 2007). CREW's defense to this potential registration and reporting oversight was
to cleim that they fallowed the advice of theit acronatant. See id, ("Sleen ssid that CREW has an sccountent and files
‘whatever facms ous sccountant tells us.™).
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After receiving a copy of the Complaint, VBFC performed a review of its recards to
determine whether any of the individuals listed in the Complaint contributed to the Campaign.
Copies of the contribution checks received by the campaign from the individuals listed in the
Complaint are attached as Exhibit A. The Campaign has no records indicating that David Padilla,
Bmad Combs, or Wiliie Lee conttibuted to VBEC,

As can be seen frum the copies of the contribution checks, the contributions are all facially
pezmissible wodier Conmmission mguintioos. Each ciueck was disom on 2 peranmal oc jaint claching
account sed the amounts coscply with the applineble contribution limits for the election cyclein
which the contributions were made and received by the Campaign. Some of the contribution checks
were appropriately redesignated or reattributed in accordance with Commission regulations.

VBFC'’s actions in this matter comply with Commission regulations. Fisst, the Campaign
pezformed a review of records and filings after leamning of the alleged violations. Second, VFBC has
internal controls designed to detect and refund any facially impermissible donations made to the
Campaign. The contributions at issue in this matter, however, were facially permissible and there
'Was no apparent reason to question the contributions at the time they were received by the
campaign. Third, VEFC has plsced the contzibutiuns at bssue in this matter in rsserve pending the
dispasition nf this msttar.
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For the foregoing reasons, VBFC respectfully requests that the Commission find no reason
to believe, dismiss this mattez, and take no further action against the Campaign.

PATTON BOGGS LLP
2550 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20037
P: (202) 457-6000

F: (202) 457-6315

October 17, 2008
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